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The Methodist Federation for Social Action, an unofficial membership 
organization, seeks to deepen within the Church, the sense of social obli- 
gation and opportunity to study, from the Christian point of view, socal 
problems and their solutions and to promote social action in the spirit 
of Jesus. The Federation stands for the complete abolition of war. 
The Federation rejects the method of the struggle for profit as the 
economic base for society and seeks to replace it with social-economic 
planning to develop a society without class or group discriminations 
and privileges. In seeking these objectives the Federation does not com- 
mit its members to any specific program, but remains am inspirational 
and educational agency, proposing social changes by democratic decision, 
not by violence. 


1954 Number 5 


upreme Court Outlaws All Public School Segregation 


an historic and unanimous decision the U. S. Supreme 
ut on May 17, outlawed all public school segregation. On 
istian and democratic grounds, the Methodist Federation for 
al Action has long sought an end to all racial discrimination 
segregation in education and elsewhere, and has at times 


a~subjected to much attack and name-calling as a result of 


democratic and Christian stand. Federation members, both 


th and North, can be expected to hale and support this 
tt Supreme Court decision for which we so long have worked 


prayed. Implementation or enforcement of the decision will 


‘it specific court decrees, which are to be argued before the 
tt_session next fall. But the unconstitutionality of all public 
eol segregation is now clearly and unanimously affirmed by 


nation’s highest judicial body. Excerpts from this important 


Teme Court decision (read by Chief Justice Earl Warren) 
ow: 


_“These cases come to us from the States of Kansas, South Carolina, 
Virginia and Delaware. They are premised on different facts and 
different local conditions, but a common legal question justifies their 
consideration together in this consolidated opinion. 

“In each of the cases, minors of the Negro race, through their legal 
representatives, seek the aid of the courts in obtaining admission to 
the public schools of their community on a non-segregated basis. 
In each instance, they had been denied admission to schools attended 
by white children under laws requiring or permitting segregation 
pecoaing to race. This segregation was alleged to deprive the plaintiffs 
of the Fourteenth Amendment. - : 

“The plaintiffs contend that scpreeated public schools are not 
‘equal’ and cannot be made ‘equal,’ and that hence they are de- 
prived of the equal protection of the laws. Because of the obvious 
importance of the question presented, the court. took jurisdiction. 


salized Facilities : 


_ provide it, is a right 
terms. 
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“In the instant cases, there are findings below that the Negro 
and white schools involved have been equalized, or are being equalized, 
with respect to buildings, curricula, qualifications and salaries of 
teachers, and other ‘tangible’ factors. Our decision, therefore, cannot 
turn on merely a comparison of these tangible factors in the Negro 
-and white schools involved in each of the cases. We must look instead 
to the effect of segregation itself on public education. 

*‘We must consider public education in the light of its full de- 
velopment and its present place in American life throughout the 
Nation. Only in this way can it be determined if segregation in public 


_the-equal__protectionof the laws. - 


“Today, education is perhaps the most important-function of state 
and foes governments. Compulsory school attendance laws and the 
great expenditures for education both demonstrate our recognition of 
the importance of education to our democratic society. It is required 
in the performance of our most basic public responsibilities, even_ser- 
vice in the armed forces. It is the very foundation of good citizen- 
ship. Today it is a principal instrument in awakening the child to 

tural values, in aprebaring him for later professional training and 
in helping him to adjust normally to his environment. 

“In these days, it is doubtful that any child may reasonably be 
ee ee ee i be i 
education. Such an cpyortianity; where the state has undertaken to 

which must be made available to all on equal 


the Basis of Race 


_ “We come then to the question presented: Does segregation of 


children in public schools solely on the basis of race, even though 


‘the physical facilities and other ‘tangible’ factors may be equal, 


deprive the children of the minority group of equal educational op- 


portunities? We believe that it does. 

~ Tn Sweatt v. Painter, supra, in finding that a segregated law school 
for Negroes could not provide them equal educational opportunities, 
is court relied in large part on ‘those qualities which are incapable 
ive measurement, but which make for greatness in a law 


court, in 

uiring that a Negro admitted to a white graduate school be 
} other students, again resorted to intangible considera- 
ability to study, engage in discussions and exchange 


- for full text of the petition to the Senate committee. Bulle 


senators, asking for the investigation. = 


compelled to rule against the Negro plaintiffs: 

“Segregation of white and colored children in public schools has a 
detrimental effect upon the colored children. The impact is greater 
when it has the sanction of the law; for the policy of separating 
the races is usually interpreted as denoting the inferiority of the 
Negro group. A sense of inferiority affects the motivation of a child 
to learn. Segregation with the sanction of law, therefore, has a ten- 
dency to retard the educational and mental “development of Negro 
children, and to deprive them of some of the benefits they would 
receive in a racially integrated school system. 


Separate Is ‘Unequal’ 


“Whatever may have been the extent of psychological knowledge 
at the time of Plessy v. Ferguson, this finding is amply supported 
by modern authority. Any language in Plessy v. Ferguson contrary 
to this finding is rejected. : 

“We conclude that in the field of public education the doctrine 
of ‘separate but equal’ has no place. 

“Separate educational facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore, 
we hold that the plaintiffs and others similarly situated for whom 
the actions have been brought are by reason of the segregation com- 
plained of deprived of the equal protection of the laws guaranteed 
by the Fourteenth Amendment.” 


1954 MEMBERSHIP MEETING, AUGUST 12-14 


The Executive committee has voted August 12-14 as the time 
and Chicago as the place for the 1954 Membership Meeting. 
Dates and place were chosen to coincide with the Ecumenical 
Institute preceding the World Council of Churches meeting in 
Evanston. Further details on the MFSA meeting will be sent all 
members later and are in the hands of a Planning committee in 
Chicago. Meanwhile, send your reservation TODAY to MFSA, 
Box 827, Gresham, ‘Oregon. This will be an inspiring and im- 


‘portant MFSA meeting which you won't want to miss. So de- 


cide to come now. 


As MFSA’s fiscal year draws to a close (May 31), we still 
need some $2,000 to meet this year’s minimum obligations. Mem- 
bership dues, Bulletin subscription payments, or contributions 
(as generous as possible, but in whatever amount) are urgently 


needed and requested from YOU now. Bulletin-readeror MFSA.. 


participant, please respond to this urgent plea by writing or 
sending something now to Rev. Mark Chamberlin, Membership 
secretary, MFSA, Box 827, Gresham, Oregon. 


MFSA BACKS PETITION TO SENATE COMMITTEE 
Following action by the MFSA Executive committee in its 
March 30 meeting, Dr. Loyd F. Worley and Miss Janice Roberts, 


Federation officers, sent the following telegram on behalf of 


MFSA to Hon. Robert C. Hendrickson, United States Senate: 


“As one of the organizations wrongfully attacked in sional 
hearings we respe ly request that the subcommittee of the judiciary : 
Committee of which you are chairman conduct the investigation into = 

the question of the truthfulness of the paid informers being used b : 5 
congressional committees and the other matters requested in the peti. em 
tion recently sent to Senator William Langer by 19 prominent clergy- 

men headed by Bishop Horace W. B. Donegan of New York. : 


A similar telegram was sent to the Senate Judiciary committee — 
chairman, Hon. William Langer, and a letter on behalf of MFSA 
was sent, after the Executive committee meeting, to Attorney 
General Brownell, offering to prove completely false, statements — 
slandering MFSA made in secret hearings last July before the 
House committee on Un-American Activities, prior to the hear- 
ings involving Bishop Oxnam and your editor. See March Bulletin 


readers are asked to send letters of their own to the two. 


A 
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MFSA’S DEFENSE OF ITSELF AND OF YOU 


In accord with action taken by the Executive committee, 
MFSA officers have sent the following letter, towards ending 
faulty, non-objective and undemocratic congressional committee 
procedures, from which the Federation and many other religious 
individuals and groups have suffered abuse and misrepresentation. 


Hon. Hugh Scott, Jr. 

Chairman, Sub-Committee of Rules Committee 
House of Representatives 

Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: 

In behalf of the Methodist Federation for Social Action, an 
unofficial organization of Methodists founded in 1907 under the 
name of Methodist Federation for Social Service, and also in the 
interests of the Congress and the nation, we bring to your at- 
tention two procedures of the Committee on Un-American Actiy- 
ities which we believe require consideration in your survey of 
procedures of committees. 


I 


First a publcation titled “Review of the Methodist Federation 
for Social Action,” released February 17, 1952, on March 27, 
1952, submitted to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed, listed as House 
Report No. 1661, 82nd Congress, 2nd Session. 

We call your attention to the fact that this document is not a 
Report but a Review. Rule XI under which this Committee 
operates authorizes the Committee only to conduct investigations 
and to report their results, with recommendations. There can be 
no report without investigation and in this case there was no 
investigation. Calling it a Report when submitting it to the House, 
as the Committee did, cannot change the facts. 

These facts are self evident in the text of the document. “This 
review is merely a compilation of the record . . .” What record? 
Not of any hearings. The organization concerned was never con- 
sulted nor informed. The material published to its injury is 
merely what happened to be in the files of the Committee at the 
time—mostly newspaper clippings. 

' The F.B.I. is careful to state that such un-processed material 
is not to be taken as implying any value judgments, that it is 
only the raw material for investigation when that is called for. 
Hence the insistence of national executives who recognize their 
duty to protect constitutional rights that such material be not 
made public until validated or invalidated by proper hearings. 
In releasing this material from its files, the Committee showed 
no such sense of responsibility. If the House had understood 
that what was presented to it was not a “Report” (pursuant to 
Public Law 601, 79th Cong.) but a “compilation” of material 
not authorized ‘by that law, we doubt it would have placed its 
authority upon making it public. 

_ This is our first ground for hoping that the Sub-Committee. 
will take steps to see that this procedure is not repeated. 

To this we add the complete inadequacy of the material com- 
piled to meet the need alleged as the reason for compiling it. 
That reason is the demand of members of Congress for informa- 
tion concerning the Methodist Federation for Social Action. If 
that indeed were the sole reason it would have been sufficient 
to furnish that information without issuing it to the public as 
a supposedly authoritative government document. But even then 
the Congressmen would have been very inadequately informed. 

The Committee file had nothing between 1907 when the or- 
ganization was started and 1928. For the other 24 years it had 
only a few items at scattered intervals under each head discussed. 
The summary pleads the files are not clear as to when the or- 
ganization changed its name. A letter or a phone call to its 
office in New York could have secured that fact at once and any 
other information needed. The Appendix is presented as a list of 
officers and members of committees “over a period of years . . . 
far from complete, but represents what is baw to the com- 
mittee at this time.” It covers only nine of the organization’s 
45 years. A statement of the Methodist Bishops, so labelled, is 
criticised as a product of the Federation. To call such a limited 
roduction “a careful and studied review” is to insult the intel- 
gence of the Congressmen for whom it was said to be prepared. 


We submit that such inadequate work offered to shape Con- 
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gressmen’s, and then the public’s judgment, lowers the prestigs 
ot Congress besides working injury to the organization, its of 
ficers and members. So we again urge that steps be taken to pre 
vent its repetition. 

Another reason for this request is that the Committee does no 
confine itself to its announced purpose of providing information 
In what is incorrectly called a “summary” charges are made anc 
judgment is passed. It is stated that “The Federation advocate 
the confiscation, without compensation, of private property from 
the présent owners.” No quotation from Federation document 
taking this position has been offered. The Federation has neve 
taken this position. Yet this baseless assertion is placed beside 
the Communist Manifesto demand for the “abolition of private 
property” to show that the Federation supports Communist ob 
jectives. - 

: A similar parallel is made between what is a real, and basic, 
objective of the Federation, namely “a society without class dis. 
tinctions and privileges” and the Communist goal of a classles: 
society. Historically this is ignorant nonsense. Long centuries 
before Marx, Jesus proclaimed the brotherhood of man as in. 
separable from the fatherhood of God. That is where the Fed. 
eration got its objective. It has proclaimed it, and will proclaim 
it, as part of the free exercise of its religion, its inalienable 
right under the First Amendment. 4 

In making a judgment on this matter the Committee has gone 
beyond the mandate of the House and exceeded its constitutiona, 
authority. Is this to become a precedent? There are other religious 
groups—Protestant, Catholic, Jewish—who have objectives identica, 
with, or similar to, those proclaimed by the Federation. Are they 
to be subjected to the same treatment? Because of the conse: 
quences of pursuing the course opened up by the publication o 
this Review, again we urge your Committee to see to it that ii 
does not become a precedent. ; 

To further emphasize the need for such action, we point oul 
that what the Committee has done, whether its members kney 
it or not (and certainly the House did not know it), is to entel 
a religious controversy. The persons who prepared this publica 
tion, manifestly thrown together in haste, certainly know it, fa 
the introduction both mentions the controversy and slants itt 
mention toward one side. The Federation is called “an organiza 
tion which has chosen the name of the Methodist Church in i 
title and which has been repudiated by outstanding clergyme 
and laymen of the Methodist Church.” The issue of name was 
minor aspect of the controversy in question. The Federation 
not choose the name of The Methodist Church. When it organ 
‘its church was the Methodist Episcopal Church, and for man 
years thereafter. If it had merely been giving information, th 
Introduction would have said “The Federation has been repud 
iated and supported by outstanding clergymen and laymen of Thi 
Methodist: Church’ 2 paging pe i 

Because the Review is slanted, both in proportion of mate: 
used and in its unwarranted judgments, it was used on one 
of the religious controversy shortly after its appearance. At 
General Conference of The Methodist Church in May, 1952: 
its quadrennial policy and law making body—a copy was sel 
to each of the several hundred delegates by the opposition of 
ganization to the Federation to play its part in jafleencthe th 
debate and decisions concerning the relation of the Federation + 
the church. Since that time there is evidence that this organiz 
tion has sought by pressure to influence the actions of the Com 
mittee on Un-American Activities. Consequently, it is a reaso 
able hypothesis that the demand of Congressmen for informati 
on the Federation, offered as the reason for the Review, dil 
not just happen. 

We are raising this point not merely because the interventi 
of the Committee in this controversy happened to be agains 
our side of it. The basic issue concerns the nature and functi 
of religion; and this is a matter to be settled within the churche 
and synagogues and by*them alone. By the basic American p 
ciple of separation’ of church and~ state neither a commi 
Congress, nor Congress itself, may intervene in a con 
aegpocetns the nature and functions of religion. If this 
tion of the Review sets a pattern for such intervention this 
will be torn asunder by the bitterest of all strifes and the « 


ci 
¢ 
ize 


titutional guarantee of free exercise of religion will become a 
lead letter. Consequently we hold there is no more urgent ques- 
ion of committee procedures before your Sub-Committee than 
0 prevent such a disaster. 


II 

On the same ground we call your attention to the group of 
~amphlets published by the Committee on Un-American Activ- 
ties under the title “100 Things You Should Know About Com- 
aunism” (House Document No. 136; 82nd Congress, -1st Ses- 
ion), and especially to the one entitled “100 Things You Should 
snow About Communism and Religion.” —~ 

Our first point is that these publications exceed the mandate 
‘iven the Committee by the House in Rule XI. This was made 
lear by Congressman Arthur D. Klein in his letter of October 
1, 1948, to the Chairman of the Committee on House Admin- 
stration, concerning these pamphlets. He urges the committee 
to refuse to authorize payment to the Govérnment Printing 
Mfice of any vouchers for the printing of any propaganda pam- 
Ihlets from the Committee (on Un-American Activities), or any 
opies of reports or recommendations beyond the statutory pro- 
‘ision, until and unless the House has previously approved the 
xpenditures by formal resolution.” 

In support of his request Representative Klein says: “I wish to 
mter my emphatic protest against allowing the committee to go 
o far outside the mandate of its rule and its arrogation to itself 
yf powers reserved to the whole House.” He adds that 100 Ques- 
ions about Communism “cannot by any flight of fancy be con- 
trued as an investigative or legislative report or recommendation 
vithin the meaning of the rule . . . By the’same token the planned 
100 Questions About Communism and Religion’ cannot be justi- 
ied as a committee report, nor could the printing of 100,000 
opies without prior authorization of the House be justified un- 
ler any rule or statute.” 

His conclusion is: “When the Committee on Un-American 
\ctivities, sets up in business as a propaganda and publishing 
gency without authorization from the House of Representatives 
-indeed, without even public knowledge and discussion—it lays 
tself and the House open to justified criticism, and subverts the 
rderly procedure of business.” 


(Due to space limitation, we shall have to conclude this 
4.F.S.A. letter in the next issue of Social Questions Bulletin.) 


SEORGE A. COE BEQUEST TO FEDERATION 


A final $500 has been received by MFSA from the generous 
seorge A. Coe bequest—all of which has been dedicated and used 
s an endowment to help support MFSA’s continuing educational 
york. At the March 30 Executive committee meeting, it was 
VOTED that a committee of three be appointed to reconsider 
he G. A. Coe bequest between now and time of Annual Meet- 
ng, at two points: The most ethical place to invest the money; 
vyhether the use of the principal itself in promotion, etc., would 


ye valuable. It was VOTED that this matter be given publicity in 


he Social Questions Bulletin to let the membership at large 
‘ive some consideration to it.” Please consider this, and send 
our ideas. 


ae 


SUPPORT RELIGIOUS FREEDOM COMMITTEE 


“To maintain unimpaired our heritage of the free exercise of 
eligion for all persons and all faiths,” a Religious Freedom com- 
nittee has been organized by and for clergy and laity of all 
aiths, with headquarters at Room 704, 118 East 28th St., 
Jew York 16, N. Y. The committee proposes to defend all in- 
ividuals and groups under attack or threatened by censorship 
or the free exercise of religion guaranteed by the Constitution. 
‘he committee has already rendered considerable service, and 
ncurred debt, in defense of MFSA and its leaders. Publication 
as been launched of a series of leaflets analyzing factually and 
2 detail the false and misleading testimony at secret hearings 
f the Velde committee last July ae to the Bishop Oxnam hear- 
ng, and the subsequent one involving your editor. Every Bulletin 
eader interested in the great issues involved (freedom of religion, 
ruth or falsity of charges against Protestants, nature -of religion 
nd meaning of its social application) should have thesé leaflets 
nd support the committee's important work by becoming a 
xember or sending a contribution. 
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BEHIND THE HEADLINES 


Behind the contradictory and misleading headlines concerning 
our policy for Indo-China some basic facts have emerged. Nixon’s 
speech about going it alone if necessary was a trial balloon. 
Dulles, Eisenhower and Chief of Staff Radford were seeking a 
way to move from indirect intervention to actual participation. 
Dulles did not go to Geneva seeking a negotiated peace but 
hoping to pressure Britain into supporting our threat of direct 
intervention. 

The attempt failed. Dulles could not “negotiate” (dictate) 
from a position of strength because Britain is not willing to in- 
vite extermination, and our people have begun to read the hand- 
writing in the sky and the ocean of the latest H-bomb blast. 
Then China repeated the warning she gave about the Yalu 
river and a bi-partisan poll is reported to have informed the 
White House that only five members of Congress would vote to 
send our troops anywhere in Asia. 

So for the moment the policy that leads to the utter infamy 
of unleashing the uncontrollable furies of the thermo-nuclear 
war is checked. But it is not stopped. Eden is willing to consider 
direct intervention if the Geneva talks fail. Knowland continues 
to call for it. Dulles is still looking for allies in Asia. Eisenhower 
says there is no such thing as acknowledging defeat in foreign 
policy. 

Compelled by stark realities to drop the go it alone madness, 
as they had been earlier forced to abandon the greater madness 
of “liberation,” they do not intend to change their major ob- 
jective. This was made perfectly clear by three words in one of 
Dulles’ recent numerous statements. Proclaiming our need to 
oppose any communist advance in Southeast Asia, he added “by 
whatever means.” That is, regardless of the means by which 
any advance is being made or sought, we will try and stop it. 

These fateful words, twin of the earlier “massive retaliation,” 
strip the concealing cloak of resisting aggression from our foreign 
policy and leave it bare of any moral values. What it really wants 
to stop is any form of economic change that bars capitalist con- 
trol of the resources and labor of other peoples and keeps them 
for their own development. So our leaders talk of losing the rice 
bowl of Asia and its minerals as though we, and not the peoples 
of that region, had the God-given right to them. So Nixon spells 
out Dulles’ meaning and declares that “even an alliance would 
not meet the real danger, which is not aggression but internal 
subversion.” Gone with the wind are our easy and light words 
about the inalienable right of all peoples to governments and 
systems of their own choosing. 

For Dulles this policy is the road to peace. The facts show 
that it moves in the opposite direction. It took us into Korea 
and leaves us with Rhee on our hands. It took us into Indo-China 
with our artillery and our jellied gasoline, our planes and our 
technicians. It kept us building a stockpile of A and H-bombs. 
It led us into the rearming of Germany and Japan. It is the 
wide gate that opens to the broad way which leads to destruction. 
Over itis written “Abandon all hope for peace ye who—enter 
here.” 

Just as it destroys the possibility of peace, so this policy cuts 
to pieces the Bill of Rights and subverts the foundations of 
democracy. The subversive lists and their use to whittle away 
the First Amendment, with the tacit consent of the Supreme 
Court; the activities of the Smith Act, the McCarran Act and 
its Control Board; the sadistic prosecutions of the foreign born, 
are all byproducts of the cold war and its containment. Because 
this policy aims to benefit the few at the expense of the many, 
it requires repression instead of democracy at home, abroad it 
needs Rhee, Chiang, Franco and ex-Nazi generals. 

Equally it needs to silence the religious conscience and its 
moral judgments. That is why the Un-American Committee held 
its secret sessions last July which tried to distort ministerial 
speeches, writings and proposals concerning the achievement of 
peace and democracy into a communist conspiracy to destroy 
religion and overthrow the government. For religious opposition 
to a policy that leads to war and the police state, our present 
policy makers have the historic tactic of false witnesses and the 
threat of imprisonment. _ cae 

How much six years of cold war policy have succeeded, except 


for small minorities in blunting the religious conscience, both lay 


and clerical, is seen by the fact that opposition to the killing 


of Indo-Chinese fighting for independence, did not appear when 
this was done by our money, weapons and skills used by others: 
not until it became a question of sending our boys to kill and 


be killed. 


KEEP AMERICAN BOYS 


By SENATOR EDWIN C. JOHNSON 


(We are indebted to I. F. Stone’s Weekly, Washington, D. C., for the 
passages which follow from the historic anti-war speech of Senator 
Johnson of Colorado on the Senate floor, April 26.) 


A Half Million American Lives 


“This present crusade to send troops to Indo-China, with its 
uncalculated cost for an uncalculated result, is the most foolhardy 
venture in all American history. It is my guess that it would 
mean, at the very minimum, 500,000 American casualties and a 
very minimum of $100 billion of borrowed money (which would 
mean) . ..a 25-cent dollar instead of our 50-cent dollar. 


“Such a war could last ten years, or it could touch off and 
spawn a world war which would have to be fought for 100 years 
without victory. It could drive the brown and Malay races into 
the arms of the Communists in a solid front against the white 
race in a death struggle, which eventually would destroy all 


civilization ... 


“The other day a senator whose sound judgment I respect 
greatly questioned whether military intervention by the United 
States in Indo-China would give Red China the excuse it wants 
also to intervene. There are no reasons to doubt that result . . . 
Such an American-Chinese war would be fought not in a place 
of our own choosing, but in China’s back-yard and 7,000 miles 
from the shores of America .. . 


Our McCarthyite Diplomacy 


“A few hours ago the president said in Kentucky that regard- 
less of how this war started, it was now the free world versus 
communism. I wish it were that simple . . . Edward R. Murrow 
says that Senator McCarthy thinks every critic is a Communist. 
In world affairs, our diplomats seem also to be making that 
basic McCarthy error .. . 


“I am unable to support the belief that the conflict between 
the French-supported Viet Nam and the rebel Viet Minh is, in 
truth, a war of the forces of freedom, on the one hand, and the 
forces of communism, on the other. Soviet communism, with its 
contempt for the rights of the individual, is a despicable tyranny. 
But it is not the only tyranny. Unbridled imperialism, the law 
of the jungle that says the strong shall devour the weak, the 
‘haves’ s' exploit the ‘have-nots’ is no less . . . the uncom- 
promising enemy of our American principles . . . 


Peace Is Voiceless In the USA _ 


“Forces are at work to get this nation committed to war in 
Asia. Some of these forces we know to be our enemies . . . 
Unfortunately, there seems to be no articulate force in America 
determined to keep us out of war. But because it is not articulate, 
do not think for a moment that this force is not present. Con- 
gress must give it a voice that will be heard and that will be 
heard in time... 


“Our press and radio during the past few weeks have pulled 
no punches . . . in describing France’s Indo-China enemies, the 
Viet Minh as ‘the Communist’ forces! This war has been going 
on for nearly eight years. As recently as five years ago the Viet 
Minh were not labelled, even by the less responsible press, as 
Communists. As recently as five months ago, they were not so 
identified, even by the French. In fact, even 90 days ago dis- 
patches from Saigon discreetly and consistently called them the 
Communist-led Viet Minh, but never the Communist forces, or 
the Communist Viet Minh. 

“At what point, and to what degree, has this war, which 
every record shows to have been a war for freedom and inde- 
pendence, a war against imperialism, at what point did it sud- 
denly become a war of Communist aggression? . . . 

“Asia is in revolution—revolution against colonialism. The 
promulgation of what we in America believe are the inalienable 
rights of every man, and the right to walk as equals with dignity 
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The moral challenge of our present policy to religion goes 
deeper than procedures, either here or abroad. It cuts down 


to the nature and purpose of both the policy and he ee 


OUT OF INDO-CHINA 


in the world community is sweeping Asia. . . The astonishing 

victories of the Japanese army . taught Asiatics for the 

first timethe Western powers were not invincible .. . The 
inspiration of Japan’s success, coupled with the arms provided 

by Japan’s surrender, literally all over Asia, supplied the two 

essentials for these nationalist movements . . . It was largely on 

the crest of this popular tide that Mao Tse-tung rode to final 

victory . . .-Russia was not a factor in Mao’s success; in fact, 

it did nothing for him until after Chiang’s defeat . . . 


We Thwart What We Inspire 

“Nationalism, inspired originally by America, is being thwarted ~ 
by America, with the aggregate effect of driving independence 
movements to Moscow . . . In the minds of a great many Asiatics 
and Europeans, and members of the Arab States-as well, America 
does not quite know what it is for, and only faintly what it is 
against... - 

“. . They (our European and Asian allies) know that the 
war in Indo-China is not a war of Communist aggression. They 
know that the forces opposing France’s colonial rule in Indo-— 
China are just. They know . . . (that American aid to France) | 
from their point of view might well justify China in helping her 
southern Asiatic neighbor with traffic in arms and munitions. 

“Suppose, for example, Mexico were conquered and held by 
an Asiatic power. Suppose the people of Mexico rose up and 
struck down their oppressor. Then suppose an even stronger 
Asiatic power intervened, to support the status quo . . . Would” 
not we feel obliged in the name of freedom to give our Mexican — 
neighbor revolutionists all aid and comfort? And if the other _ 
Asiatic power embarked troops in Mexico, would not we also— 
feel justified in sending our forces to drive them out? 4 


What Sense In Such Slaughter? 


“Whether every one of 24 million people of Viet Nam is a 
Communist or whether not one of them is, is not the question, 
If all of them are Communists, what is to be accomplished by 
sending ten American divisions there, to make them live as v 
want them to? The only way to combat an idea is with a better: 
idea. What better idea is being advanced by our sending tanks 
and bombers to slaughter the people of Indo-China? . . . Have 
we so completely abandoned the principles of freedom? . . « 
What kind of people have we become? 


“If we want to make Communists of all the people of Asia 
. . . if we want to bleed ourselves of all principles and vigor 
. . . let us join the jungle war . . . But .-. . if we mean t 
restore America to the place it has held for nearly 180 years in 
the minds and hearts of men, let us demand peace with honor, 
now, for France in Indo-China before it is too late. The negotia- 
tions beginning today in Geneva give us one last chance. Ma 
we have the wisdom to make the most of it.” 
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